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File: AU 839 916 - New York \ SEP 13 1574 

la re: CORAZON HEHMQSA **'*' ^P 


In re: CORAZON HERMOSA 


HI DEPORTATION PROCEEDINGS JL. 

MOT DON 

ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENT: William H. Oltarsh, Esq. 

223 Broadway 

New York, New York 10007 

CHARGE: 

Order: Sec. 241<a)(2), IAN Act (6 O.8.C. 1251 

(a)(2)) • Nonimmigrant - remained 
longer 

APPLICATION: Motion to reopen 


The alien respondent Is a native and citizen of the 
Philippines. She has been found deportable as a non* 
immigrant who has remained In the United States beyond 
the authorised length of her visit. Her case was last 
before us on a notion to reopen which we denied In a 
decision dated September 26, 1973. The respondent has 
again sought reopening of these proceedings. The mo tion 
will be denied. 

The respondent presently seeks reopening in order 
to afford her the opportunity Co apply for suspension 
of deportation under section 244(a) of the Immigration 
md Nationality Act. Hhile her case was last before 
us, however, it appears chat the respondedt submitted 
to the Service a separate motion to reopen, which re- 

















quested a hearing on a claim to withholding of deporta¬ 
tion under section 243(h) of the Act* Our opinion of 
September 28, 1973 did not addrees the section 243(h) 
claim. Accordingly, we hove examined the present notion 
to reopen from the standpoint of both section 244(a) 
end section 243(h). 

In order to be statutorily eligible for relief under 
section 244(a)(1) an alien east minimally dtggastrite 
that he haa had seven years* contin uous p hysical ares- 
ence in the Unite d Staten frmrrtldfifllY prregdjnA his 
explication, that he la a person of good moral character, 
*5*6 tha^his deportation would result in extreme hard¬ 
ship to himself or to any cne of a specified set of 
relatives. The documents submitted In support of t* 1 ^ 
motion to reopen indicate that the respondent nay 1 
able to satisfy the "seven year physical presence" and 
the "good moral character" requirements for suspension 
of deportation. Pai f*w»r t aha has not shown that she 
can neat the "extreme hardsh ip" re quir ement of the 
statutes- 

The respondent evidently argues that her fear of 
being persecuted In the Philippines qualifies as "ex¬ 
treme hardship." Tn this regard, however, the respond¬ 
ent has merely submitted a signed statement alleging 
that she would be subject to persecution in tbs Philip¬ 
pines because of her political opinions. JldlVi ®ot 
presented say evidenc e of p rior or current political 
ifivotvonait, «f~f aMly persecution, or of smother clr- 
cmns ttncci whfcira^ re r 1 r nrm h l y Ixv tha baals for a - 
fear "of persecution. She has not sat fort h a pries 
facia claim of ' T estreme herdehlp." 


The respondent’s apparent claim to withholding of 
deportation under aectlcr 243(h) la based on this Sana 
meager evidence of persecution. It Is therefore evi¬ 
dent that she has not set forth a prims facie section 
2430 claim. On this record, we are satisfied that the 













V 


I 
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reeocodent has failed to ehos a «sU-fo^<tod f|« ch« 

L life or freedom will be threatened In the Republic 

of the Philippine* on account of ’ 

nationality» political tn?.ri« * 

r;r5«r»3). 'ssssNBffzssft* 

persecution if deported to the Philippine.. 


5Inca the respondent has Called to set forth a prims 
facie case under either section 244(a)(1) or oect^on 
243(h) of the Act, no useful purpose would be oerved 
reopening these proceedings. 


ORDSSs The moticn is denied, 


Chairman 
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UTITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
BOARD of immigration appeals 
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In re: 


CORAZON 1IERMOSA 


File No. AL4839916 
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AFFIDAVIT 


STATE OF NEW YORK ) 

) SS. : 

COUNTY OF NEW YORK) 


CORA//N HERMOSA, being duly sworn, deposes and 


says: 


Ihis A Ifidavit is submitted in support of a 
motion to the Board of Immigration Appeals to reopen and re¬ 
consider the denial of my motion for Suspension of Deporta¬ 
tion under Section 244(a) of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act ,made on September 13, 1974. The motion was denied by the 
hoard because I did not show that I could meet the "extreme 
hardship" requirement of the statute. I did not submit 
proof of "extreme hardship" in my motion because I thought 
it was sufficient for me to present this proof at the 

hearing. This omission was inadvertent. I believe I should 

* 

be permitted to submit such proof as this omission was in¬ 
advertent , and the best interests of justice would be served 
if I am permitted to present this proof. 
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I am a national of the Philippines, having 
beer, born in the Philippines on March 27, 1943. I last 

entered the United States on December 23, 1966 at Honolulu, 

Hawaii, admitted as a student (F-l). From December 23, 1966 

to the present date I have continuously resided in the 
United States. 

U ' deportation would result in extreme hard- 
snip for me if I wojdeported to the Philippines. Since 
Hctooei , 1969, 1 have worked for the same employer, T.'Embassy 
Coiffures in the capacity of a hairdresser. I am an impor¬ 
tant part ol the business operation. r have a good position 
and a good future with my employer. If L return to the 
ppines, 1 would have no job there and I have no 
expectations of finding a joh. 

1 have formed i mny friendships here since most 
of mv adult life i resided in the United States. rf I 
return to the Philippines, I would he return!,,,, to a la „d 
where I have no friends. I'lwnur home'to return to there 
as well. I have signed a lease to my own apartment in the 
United States; although it is a small apartment, it is very 
important to me and integral to my way of life. 

Although T have been a steady employee for 
I'Embassy, I have not been able to save a great deal of 
money. The flight to the Philippines is expensive and would 












Philippines after having purchased mis c 

l would have practically no money left. Without the expec¬ 
tation of finding work, I would be destitute. 

My sister lives in New York. She has been a 

permanent resident for four years. We are extremely close, 
r her and she is a vital part of my life. It would bo 


from her 


nited States government 


America has become part 


I value democracy a 


wav o 


mind. Freedom of speech is a chensnea • 

return to the Philippines, it would be very hard for me to 
remain silent with the intolerable dictatorship there. it 
would he extreme hardship for me to live in a dictatorship 

after having resided in a free nation for so long. 

My mother, who lives in the Philippines, informs 

me that anyone who speaks against the government is either 

nr thev are made to suffer economic 


sanctions. 

Since the quota is presently closed to the 
Philippines under the non-preference portion of the quota, 

I would suffer a long, if not endless, delay in obtaining a 
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visa to return to the United States as an immigrant. 

For all the foregoing reasons, I pray that 
I be granted Suspensionof Deportation as my deportation to 
the Philippines would result in extreme hardship for me. 

^H C (X a^](. 




CORAZON HKRR'S^ 


Sworn to before me this 


t'C day of , I D/§. 

^ A Sc. }*7>l*C-4 ^ /U*. C >~v^^ 

c i* ^ 

lull I -nvrtd 

(j s u~ 4^ C fa LjrSC^C^ 

1^/71 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE 
--X 

In l In? ilati er 
ol 

Reopening oi Deportation Proceedings 
in the case oi COKAXON 1). HEKMOSA 
A14 839 916 

....—.X 

STATE OF NEW YORK) :js>; 

COUNTY OF QUEENS ) 

JOHN J„ HARRY, being duly sworn, deposes and says: 

Thai your deponent is the present attorney oi 
record for Common Ilermosa and submits this Supplemental 
A) i idavit in support o a motion to reopen deportation 
proceeditigs i n order o alloru i hi' Respondent an oppoitunity 
lo appLy for suspension oi deportation under Section 244(a) 

(1) oi the Immigration /vc! oi 1932 as amended. 

The Respondent is a native and citizen of the 
Republic oi the Philippines who cnLered the IJniLed States 
as an F-l Student during, December oL 1966. The Respondent 
has been physically present in the United SLates since 
December 24, 1966. The manner oi her entry and the purpose 
of her entry are not contested. 

The Respondent has close family tics in the United 
States including a permanent resident sister who will soon 
file for citizenship. 

The Respondent's mother, who is over 63‘years 
of age is likewise in the United States on a visitor's visa 
and there is a good likelihood oi her remaining until 
non-ouota status can be conferred upon her by her daughter. 

The nature ol i lie Respondent's obtaining a visa 
abroad and the financial, burden oi going abroad, the 
health and the age ol the Respondent are all factors which 
should be developed at a reopened hearing. 

There is no fraud involved in the case. The 
Respondent could duality lor sixth preference status but 
availability ol Philippine sixth preference is within the 

next, three genonaioim xu a mnLC«r ol conjectuio. 

The Immigration and Naturalisation Service 
accepted and pocketed a 300.00 fee. No application for 
suspension of deportation was ever signed and sworn to before 


SUPPLEMENTAL 

AFFIDAVIT 



¥■ 
















r- Special Inquiry OJi jeer or an Immigration Judge. She 
has never been given a forum t:o prove her allegations. 

The Board summarily disposed or a motion to reopen stating 
Hint sht has not set Torth a prima facie claim of extreme 
hardship. In defining the term extreme hardship, the Board 
has always considered the above alleged factors as bearing 
on extreme hardship. 

Il is submitted that a prima facie case has been 
made out which would authorize the reopening of proceedings 
to ailord her full opportunity to establish before an 
immigration Judge her claims of health and financial 
burdens. 


It is the intention of the family to be located 
in the United States and in view of the Respondent's 
single status, id would b< hardship for her to be in the 
Philippines with the rest o. her family in the United 

Si at es. 


Tour deponent would lv> remissed in his duties 
a counsel of record j i he would not refer to the 
treatment that the Respondent leceived with respect to her 
apprehension and last shuttling to San Francisco where 
the Service would have accomplished her exit from the 
United States hao i< not been for Judge Pierce of the 
United States District Court lor the Southern District or 
New York who stayed her ucporl.ation by agreement with the 
United States Attorney pending, a Decision oi the 
Immigration Board ot Appeals. 

The Respondent: never received any notice to 
surrender to the Immigration Service. The Administrative 
file has a LetLer and an envelope that bears an address 
1966 Nebold Avenue" Bronx, Mew York. The letter is 
dated October 11, 1971 request Lng her to surrender on 
October 18, 1971. 

The Respondent had not lived in that address 
since April oi 197?.. The surrender notice was returned. 

No investigation was made alter the return of the form 
I - lt>o. The Inuni gt at ion Service declared publicly chat 
it did not have the tunds to go out and apprehend persons 
who did not surrender pursuant Ln written demand. What 
triggered the present apprehension was verbally trans¬ 
mitted to your deponent. The Respondent's mother complained 
bitterly to Lho American Consul in Cebu that she wanted 
her daughter home' . 

Your deponent respectfully submits that the 
acccllerated hustling' oi aliens out oi the United States 
should be stopped. The Servl c<- did not give this lady 

time to pack a bag or to g.ct a chance to change her 
clothing or under garment . I ! was the typical race against 
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the clock a:- to whether they would get her out before a 
Federal Judge would .slop such irresponsible activity on 
the part of the Service. 

The Respondent is not a criminal. The respondent 
Lias no background of subversion, the Respondent is a 
desirable immigrant. The Respondent will leave the United 
Stater at her own expense if given an opportunity to do so. 

Your depo u r: i respectfully requests oral argument 
at -.Joshington, b.d. on the motion to reopen and re¬ 
con ; icier a! ion. 


c; . jU .-V- 

* •> V T t •• ••■**•-***$# ■' WW 




















John J. Barry, Esquire 

One Hunter Street 

Long Island City, NY 11101 


Corazon HERMOSA 
A14 839 916 


Dear Sir: 



Reference Is made to your interest In the above 

case. 

For your information, there la enclosed herewith 
copy of the decision end order of the Board of Immigration 
Appeals. 


Sincerely yours, 

David L. Mllhollan 
Chairmen 


Enclosure 


APR 1 2 1975 
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United ^tatra Sppartmpnt of Hitstirr 

tHnarii nf ilmmiuralion Apprala 
fflaahimitnn. Q.(£. 203311 
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File: AM 839 916 - Hew York APR 10 1975 

In re: CORAZON HERMDSA 
HI DEPORTATION PROCEEDINGS 
MOTION 

ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENT: John Berry, Esq. 

One Hunter Street 

Long Island City 

New York, New York 11101 

OK BEHALF OF IAN SERVICE: Paul C. Vincent, Esq. 

Chief Trial Attorney 

APPLICATION: Stay of deportation 

Counsel for the respondent has applied telephonic ally 
for e stay of deportation pending adjudication of a notion 
to reopen the deportation proceedings. The Board has con¬ 
sidered the request and has concluded that the stay is 
denied. 

ORDER: The request for stay of deportation la denied. 



Acting Chatman 









3 DISTRICT COURT 

.VifEKSK.MSTRICT OF NEW YORK 

’’n n'* *# * L 'Vi *• 


turret! mitts if/Mo0V),ex 
tft trnA 20*1 ne/tMbS/t 

/ZEC-AT**. 

utwfice J f~£i l ^ n i7/, ' cr 

5U, TinifM&s 

tt'IICf, £TAl /Zi* 


ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 
FOR WRIT Or HABEAS 

corpus - j>€7*oyz 7^7/( 

Win a ^rjy : 


■f c of habeas 


;he annexed copy 


with this Court, 1'- i3 lv 


corpus, the original of whir 


ORDERED, that the respondent or his attorney show cause before a 
Judge of this Court at the United States Courthouse, Foley Sruare, 

New York, New York, in room -- at - • W * on 


couns 


soon 


•/rlt of Habeas Corpus 


attorneys on or before £li±LL~i. -- 

hnd that such service shall be deemed 


DATED 


















UNITES STATES DISTRICT COURT 

SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK ... iijrDTP . 

THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

l ^ .... TQi' MAURICE F» KILEY, District Director, 

/ 1 United States Department of Justice, 

Immigration and Naturalization Service 
for the District of New Yo*k, 
and/or whomsoever may have custody of 
the body of 


CORAZON HERMOSA, A14 839 916, 


GREETING: 


YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED that you have the body 
of CORAZON HERMOSA, by you Imprisoned #nd detained, as 
It la said, together with the time and cause of such 

' u*l— *4 b, • 

HERMOSA is called or charged, before opn ofthe Judges + 
of the United States District Court, jilthin, and for ^hf 
Southern District of New York, on th e of April, 

„ 1975, at ten o'clock in the forenoon of that day, in !, 

United, States Court House, Room-«—, In the Borough of 

, Manhattan, City of New York, to do and .receive all and ^ ^ 

, singular those things which shall then and there be i . , ^ . ^ 
considered concerning the said CORAZON HERMOSA, and have 

you then and there this Writ. 1 - t i»ii* • m 

„ WITNESS , the HONORABLE DAVID N. RDE^TBIN*jmief^ ^ 

judge o the United States District Court for thd Southern , 
District of Hep Fork, this 10th day of April, ^ V wed 

H*.; ;►>' arm «’ i : Jm .111^4(MS *'h‘> ihl 

.. . •. ! 


l,e*. 


DISTRICT COURT FOR THK SOUTHERN 
DISTRICT OF NEW YORK. 


* . 'til • u. ».*n«. . ..!*■*' *Suit 

The foregoing Writ it hereby allowed this 10th day 

I of April, 1975. sw chACk pmtuit.aw ».y lea, ami r.hi* 



















UHITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOOTHERS DISTRICT 07 S3* YORK 


■ x a 




UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ex cel. ‘ ,r » V<i >' O*- 
JA.1E3 snULL’ACGGR, la behalf of 

COSAZCS EERHOSA, AW 839 916, - i GtW* ■>;>■ . 


Relator, 


> t| •w.Hfi iiji* ! 


- against • 


a| of ;M>rcuol;/ to 


MAURICE 7. KTLET, District Director S* c-’Jr*n ?4 -..-■'nit 

United States Department of Justice, 

Lneleratlca end EcturaUtatlon Service' i ’ 1 -•« * .***>>■ 

for the District of Ken York, 


L-lrtoL's'* 


•*t .< r.: ■ 


Respondeat. 

• • *%i .U'cijxoi rwiets «n: 


TO THE HOSORAELB JUDGES OF THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT, 
FOR TUS ECUTIDiRN DISTRICT OF IlEW YORXt «’ - • 

Tour petitioner respectfully dllesereed skew at 

I 

1« That your petitioner' eftApril 10, 1973 was 
specifically requested by the dMvraail eliea to ash* the 

within application on behalf ef said alien froft feet# which n ^ 

- < | 

your pteltloaar knows of his own knowLed** ci 1 On etterhay *•- | 
associated with the fin of BAtXT, BARRY 4 BARRY, attorneys of 
record irr said alien before the Inaijretrle* a»S Satarallsetleft 


Service. -• c -« , ? - v. . %.* '»rk, S«v 

t* That ce trricr application for a Writ er for 

| 

any other or slnller relief has ever been node te thls er any 1 
other Court. ‘ ’ ' v . : ‘v. t 


.v>. 


3. That the alien above netted le 1 ft nitive and 

» 

cltlcan of the Republic of the VhfM*U*a wfab estirel Chi 
United States as ah F-l sfudlent or or about becasfcar 14, 

1966. *’ i, - cj * f # * 

4. That the Said alias has-n * in the Obit 

•tetes for e Looter period than permitted bp lew, and 


chle 










i u i’-v/.ftrvl r ! .v.- $!*» 

charge was the beds of an order to show cause, which result- 

, ) £ .s'. fpW! 

ed In an order of deportation. 

v. ■*. •>. .»•« h-£ v ( 

5. The subject alien was apprehended by the 

<■ .>V f’-if. i 1 it 

Iosnieratlon and N aturalization Service on April 10, 1975. 

: * . W B It t&9 gO 2&KUBQ 00 th* 

6. A motion has been made to reopen proceedings ] 

a i^yz it. r f*. 

to afford the alien, CORAZON HERMOSA, an opportunity to 

*?,. ,u *fce “.^wsc s?» crvAJaw j 

apply for suspension of deportation under 8ectlon 244(a)(1) 

> .. j . . !.. ■ l fM 

of the Ismigratlon and Nationality Act of 1952, as amended. 

i# pwiwuj * •••!•,• - • y. 

This motion was submitted to the District Director, and an 

application for a stay pending the decision was made and 

il y « alien'd 1* SmiRaat.j 

was denied by the District Director. 

. ...... ijBturwlirutffioiv iute ca*a* this *.***«■» 

7. That the alien requested a stay from the 

. ;.?rn t %a x&tnvxl y rtf' a Mwjemffemwuai whith 

Board of Immigration Appeals. This request for a stay is 

x lj i'iV-wi'fc.ct« o, vi.iC'.* <*t.i.et* fv&A * tlwa prior -o 

presently pending and remains undecided. 

tfc DC K 0* r••••:: .. * i?> *JniC4w , 

8. The alien’a attorney further requested the 

^ » ■ , 4 ;..- ■» . %-v 4>«- 

District Director to stay the deportation of the alien pending 

-rh,-.;. she alien has exftAi’Ate* a^sirJLscrK.-j 

a decision by the Board of Immigration Appeals. This request j 

• •.■** dief i'-.uv f'.jfpllc-vicsf.a av-A/ u~ the f>e.£i oi 

to the District Director was denied. 

j.^d.p Appeal« .#»*!»• »-.,e4»ad leaded. « 

9. The alien was taken from the Imnukatatlon and 

15. Thnt i.U* aUcA, CC2UUUM U£<£&0A, hoe T>?en 

Naturalization Service, 20 West Broadway, New York, New 

,♦ ; f< k r ed V i~r .vine /«&£♦»* She in 

York, to T.W.A. Terminal at Kennedy Airport, New York, for 

id ■ .tftdwi v.ndfi-^. fJuctiea 244(o)(i) oti 

deportation to the Philippines on a flight leaving at 

.»-.«* leu *;> . Dpti/aieUty A'.t oi' 1952, c* aaew&wJ, 

five p.m. this evening, April 10, 1975. 

. a , -o:7. Mi. . r.rf/f 'n5r tresliiant «MUsf* The: 

10. The imprisonment and detention of the 

. * t j ,-jud vi Jw-rvite ho* this 

alien is illegal. Administrative relief from deportation 

'< ».»-*•* •< '•4'tally ts ; v tivt *k».^ ctvs 

is open to her end she is being deported elthough the 

1 < v:rv«T.s>to,-' , 'C'i «»v *A5% vfl.'.'U. 

application and fee have been accepted by the Immigration 

• • y 

. j. 

and Naturalization Service. 


1 
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- / 


y 





11. This action ha* bean taken oj tna 
tioo and UaturalUaclcm Service without regard for th* la» 

or regulaclona governing. thl* altuatlon. p» I g n t g r a W «Bd 
gatur all cation Sarvlca la eolely motivated by A aanorandu* 
fxam a consular officer In the Philippine*: slrcsj# ip f* 
•tated that the alien'a mother want* her to ^ 

ot U.tr» j 

aaf^tff* tfce nothar s of CWAB* 
United State*, **t.*h* tttlipplna* 


J*' 










WHEREFORE, your petitioner prays that a writ of 


habeas corpus directed to MAURICE F. KILEY, District 
Director o£ the United States Department of Justice, 
Immigration and Naturalization Service for the District 

of New York, issue for the purpose of inquiring into the 

-•! 

cause of imprisonment and restraint of CORAZON HERMOSA 

r .">■ ;*•*• h a . r x . v v /.. ■ • /» n^N 

and of delivering her therefrom pursuant to Ism, and 
other statutes in such cases made and provided. t 


JAMES STILLWAGGOH 


STATE OF NEW YORK ) 

COUNTY OF QUEENS )SS.s ...a <»•*. . «n » 

JAMES STILLWAGGON, being duly sworn, deposes 
and says: That he is the petitioner in the within 
proceedings that he has read the foregoing Petition and 
knows the contents thereof; that the same la true to hie 
own knowledge, except as to the matters therein stated 
to be alleged on information and belief, and that as to 
those matters he bellarea it to be true* 


Sworn to before me this 
10th day of April, 1975 

. »trt a* w«,rn)H 


*"» -r< 4*1 in* w>)Kin 


;■* .* * rtu •#. »;#*, . .4 to* 

re*. '- 1 W vv. 1 #» fitr toe 


0r* •* *v .,J> 

oeM* adwli>s * Ai^’U ikr 

4u tfcv am., r«- 

















Sir : 

Please take notice that the within is a 
true copy of a 

duly made and entered in the within entitled 
and filed in the office of the 

Clerk of 

on the day of , 19 

Dated, N. Y., , 19 

| Yours, etc 

. ) BARRY, BARRY & BARRY 
Attorneys for 

Office and Post Office Address, 

RA 9-6300 No. 1 Hunter Street 
Borough of Queens Long Island City (1),N. Y. 
To , Esq. 

Attorneys for 


SIR: 

Please take notice that an order of 
which the within is a true copy will be pre¬ 
sented for settlement and signature herein 
to Mr. Justice 


this Court at 
in the Borough of 

Gty of New York, 

on the day of 

at o’clock in the 

Dated, N. Y., 

? Yours, etc. 

JpARRY, BARRY & BARRY 
Attorneys for 

Office and Post Office Address, 

RA 9-6300 No. 1 Hunter Street 

Borough of Queens Long Island City (1),N.Y. 


noon. 


Attorneys for 




CIV. HO.. 

Index No_..._ 




■Hit. 


Year 19 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

SGUTliiBH DISTRICT OF YQK* ;j 

-- . | 

UNITED STATES OF A5EEICA. IX 
JAIIEO SXILltf* •GCG*.» la beball ol 
CO8AZ0H HEEESA, A14 639 916, ) 

Relator, 1 


(W. * V". 

s «l ' :•) ’ ' ‘" v ' 


; 

. £ 

I '■ 


; t *< 

.r*vf 


KAUEICE r. KXLET, District 
Director, etc* 

Lcepcmdtat , 


i 

i 


>• vjw 


IIBZX OF P A PA8 CORPUS & FETITIOI 


BARRY, BARRY & BARRY 

Attorneys for RaLfitOr 

Office and Post Office Address, 

RA 9-6300 No. 1 Hunter Street 

Borough of Queens Long Island Gty (1), N. Y. 


Attorneys for 

Due and timely service of a copy of the within 

is hereby admitted. 

Dated, N. Y.. . 19 


Atiornty for 
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Dear Mr. Barry: 


Reference is aade to your Interest in the above 

case. 

Por your information, there is enclosed herewith 
copy of the decision and order of the Board of Ioaigratlon 
Appeals. 


Enclosure 


'i 


HERMOSA 
A14 839 916 


John J. Barry, Esquire 
One Hunter Street 
Long Island, NY 11101 


Sincerely yours. 


David L. M ihollan 
Chairman 


April 17, 1975 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


BOARD OF IMMIGRATION APPEALS 
Washington, D C. 20530 
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Hmtrft States Department of dlufltire 

fUnarft nf ilmmiqratintt Apppala 
Hfaahinqtnti. D.(£. 20530 


OB warns OF mpaom: Jot* J. ftarry, Kaqnlre 

One Boater Stnet 

Long IsUnd, Ren Ink 11101 

CHA»3z 

Order: Section 241(a)(2), Xtt Set (• B.R.C. 

1231(a)(2)) - Ron immigrant • 

remained longer 

APPLICATION j Motion te reopen 


Thin case preacata a notion by the raepandant to 
reopen thio proceeding for conalderation of hat MS* 
plication for anapeaaion ef deportation «nier a art I an 
244(a)(1) ef the Immigration and Rationality Act. 

Oral argument la ragoaated. Oral argnaant rill he 
denied. The notion will he denied. 

On Febmary S, 1971 we dlaafaeod the wopondant f e 
appeal from the deciaion of an londgratlen Jndge which 
found her depertable. The reapondant'a notion te 
ren pam and ree en al dor , on the baa to ef a claim te 
Onitod ttataa elticanahip, one denied hy ma an Saptenher 
19, 1973. ler notion te reopen, haaed an claian te 
aectiooB 243(h) and 244(a)(1) relief, woe fntr* hy no 
on l a pf an hor 13, 1974 an the baa la ef a lack ef a prime 
facie ahowiag ef "extrema hardehlp.” 



A14 839 916 


la th« Mtln before os, tha rcipoadnt again iwk* 
rmpiilng to that aha aay appl j for suspension of fa* 
ports* ian. tfa hava carafally aravlaed tha ant ion in 
Light of tha antlxa racord. We conclude that tha re¬ 
spondent has failed to sake a prists faoia shoving for 
raopaning. Accordingly* tha folloviag order will ha 
e n tered. 


OKSnt: Tha request for oral argnaaot is denied. 
romu n t 0880: Tha notion Is denied. 
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llnitrii £latra Department of llustire 

(Bnarfi nf ilmmiaratinn Apppala 
fflaahtnntmt. D.(£. 2D53D 


File: A14 839 916 - Mew York 


Baqulre 

mt 

m York 11101 


Section 241 (a)( 2), I&fJ Act (• O.S.C 
1251(a) (2) ] - NoninmlgrsaS - rm: 
longer 

Motion to reopen 

raiOS; Louisa Wilson, Board Mw d>s r 


1 agree with the decision of the Board den y i n g the 
■otion to reopen the decision to permit the clun to 
apply far suspension of deportation under section 244 
(a)(1) of the Unigration and Nationality Act for the 
reasons stated in the opinion. Counsel also requested 
that the respondent be given a further opportunity to 
depart voluntarily from the United States* X would 

S ant her the privilege of voluntary departure within 
days, sad provide that aha be departed if she does 
not avail herself of this privilege* 









